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REMARKS 

Claims 1-16, 28-29. 35-45 and 47-54 are pending in the present 
application. By this amendment Claims 1 and 28 have been amended; and Claims 17-27 
and 30-34 have been canceled. Applicants respectfully request reconsideration of the 
present claims in view of the foregoing amendments and following remarks. 

I Fnrmal Matters ; 

Tplft pbnne Interview 

Applicants wish to thank Examiner Grayson and Examiner Calvert for the 
courtesies extended to Applicants during a April 9, 2003 telephone interview with 
Applicants' representative and one of the inventors. During the interview, questions 
regarding the Final Office Action were answered and differences regarding the present 
invention and the prior att of record were discussed. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

AppUcants wish to thank Examiner C3rayson for indicating that Claims 14- 
15 and 53-54 would be allowable if rewritten in independent form. As Claim 14 was 
rejected and as Claim 16 corresponds to Claim 54, it is presumed that Claims 15-16 and 
53-54 should have been indicated as allowable and Applicants have acted accordmgly. 
AppUcants have already rewritten Claims 15-16 and 53-54 in independent form. 
Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that these claims are now allowable. 

11^ Prior Art Reiections ; 

p^j^-tinnc; under 35 TT.S.C. S \02Co) 

Claims 1-3. 6 and 8-13 stand rejected under 35 U.S:C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Pat. No. 3,901.236 to Assarsson et aJ. (hereafter "Assarsson"). This 
rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Claim 1 is directed to, inter alia, a web comprising superabsorbent 
material and fibers wherein at least some of the fibers are coated onto the superabsorbent 
material prior to formation of the web, the web is formed while the superabsorbent 
material contains a liquid that it has absorbed, and at least some of the liquid absorbed m 
the superabsorbent material is removed after formation of the web and wherem the web 
comprises a superabsorbent material content of at least about 60% by dry weight and the 
web experiences a web loss of less than about 9% when subjected to a Shakeout Test. 
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2S is di^c^d .0, <n.er ^ia. a — fib^ and ^'^^^^^^ 

fiLs and superabsorbem material wherein the web loss expeneneed by to »eb when 
SL"hakeout Tes. is a monoione BOmncre>sing fcncUon of to — »on of 
subjected to a Sh^~ claim 39 ia directed to, .Wer alia, a web eompnsmg 

:r:"r» ::^s2ben. n^. a. parUaU, eoated With ^ 
th^t dual bodies of to aupcrahso^ent serial have bonds w„h eaeh otho^^^th 
rrial are coated upon other bodies of the superabsorbent mateml, or with a 
::.ron:eLf,andtosuperabsorbentn,aterialcon.naesac^^^^ 
««:hbonds»p.nr«novalof.liq»idcon<.inedintosupe,absorben.matenal. 

Asaarsson is directed to superabsorbent particles flta. are coated wrth 
8,er to form extremely smallhydrogel composites or particles Th«e^^^^^^ 
and designed to be able to passing through a 5 mesh screen (col. 5, hnes 1 to 7). Ttas 
Mcatta tot to hydrogel composites of Assarsson are all less ftan or equal to 4 mm m 
"t^gel Par^cles used wi«t fibers in to fbrmaUon of drsposable personal 

care articles. ^ ^^^^ ^ „ , 

AppKcants' claimed invention. Assarsson fails to te«ch or suggest Applicants' c,»>^ 
^^Z as to hydrogel pardc.es are coated and then dried before - ^ 
fcrrcolum.. 8 and 9. in aU to processes used to form to hydroge parttcles, to 
m wldried before fonnation into particles tot were ton used te fotm to 
'Cl ; to cUimed invention as shown at col. a ^^^^^^ ^ 
pasL through a 10 mesh screen before being formed mto a web (col. 8 hnes 66^8) As 
sptifieally claim that to webs are formed and then dried, Assarsson fet , to 
^i^hTsZgest AppUcants- claimed inventfon. By drying after web tom.at.on. 
CiclXe tit desired shalce-om prc^es. A. shown in Comparat,ve Exampl 

2 »dTa^le 3 of AppUcants' specification, webs fonned wim dried particles have much 
Lrdesuable shalc^u. properries. Table 3 shows to. for to present mvenhon^ to 
:rrasuperabso,bentma.eria.cont.tofat.east about «)-.by 
webs experience a web loss of less «,an about 9% when subjected «> a Shakeout Test 
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However for webs made according to Assarsson (Comparative Example 2), the webs 
experience much higher losses of superabsorbent material, especially as Hie amount of 
superabsorbent material in the web is increased. This is caused by the feet that Assarsson 
dries their particles first (see, col. 8 lines 66-68) such that any resultant web would have 
undesirable shake^ut properties. Accordingly, Assarsson teaches away from Applicants 
claimed invention of not drying the superabsorbent until after web is formed, especially 
since the particles ar« simply placed into a matrix (col. 7, lines 36-41) which is what 
occurred in Comparative Example 2 (page 23, lines 30-31). Accordingly, it is 
respectfully submitted that Assarsson fails to teach or suggest Applicants' claimed 

invention, »v, ♦ 

For at least the reasons given above, AppUcants respectfully submit that 

Claim 1 is allowable over the art of record. Furthermore, since Claims 2-3, 6 and 8-13 
recite additional claim features and depend firom Claim 1, these claims are also allowable 
over the art of record. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of this 
rejection. 

Claims 17-52 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated 
by U.S. Pat. No. 5,516,569 to Veith (hereafter "Veith"). This rejection is respectfully 
traversed. 

Applicants' invention may be relied upon as above, 

Veith is directed to absorbent composites including a web having a fibrous 
material and a particulate superabsorbent material. 

It is respectfiilly submitted that Veith fails to teach or suggest AppUcants' 
claimed invention. The Examiner relies upon a shake-out test provided in Veith to state 
that Veith allegedly teaches Applicants' claimed invention. However, Applicants have 
defined their test as set forth in the Examples and this test is not the same as the test Veilh 
used and, as such, the shake-out values disclosed in Veith are not commensurate m scope 
with Applicants' claimed invention. In Veith, the samples are prepared such that if a 
tissue was used to foim a sample, the tissue remains during the shake-out test and the 
sample is placed between the spunbond and the blotter layer. See. e.g. col. 13. Imes 7-10 
wherein, prior to shaking, the superabsorbent material is completely surrounded by tissue. 
However as set forth in AppUcants' test, if a tissue was used in making the composite, 
then the tissue is removed prior to nimiing the test (page 18, lines 27-29). As such, m 
Veith, the tissue acts to hold a greater amount of superabsorbent particles in place such 
that a'lower shake-out results than if the tissue had been removed. The tissue is needed in 
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Veith since the tissue is the main reason the superabsorbent does not shake-out since the 
superabsorbent particles are not attached to the web in the manner that Applicants' 
claimed superabsorbent particles are attached. By forming the web and then drying, the 
superabsorbent particles are better attached in Applicants* claimed invention and the 
tissue is not needed to reduce shake-out. As such, since Veith uses a different test for 
shake-out and since Veith fails to teach drying of the web after formation of the web, 
Veith fails to recognize, teach or suggest the advantages of drying the web after 
formation to reduce the shake-out of the superabsorbent without the need for a tissue. As 
such, it is respectfully submitted that Veith fails to teach or suggest Applicants' claimed 
invention. 

Additionally, in regards to Claim 35, the examples in Veith show that as 
the amount of superabsorbent is increased, the level of shake-out also increases. This 
would be expected, especially since Veith attempts to minimize shake-out through use of 
the tissue, as described above, and not by forming a web and then drying, such that the 
superabsorbent is better connected to the web. However, as claimed in Claim 35. the 
amount of shake-out generally decreases as the amount of superabsorbent increases, and 
this aspect is not recognized, taught or suggested by Veith. Accordingly, it is respectfiiUy 
submitted that Veith fails to teach or suggest Applicants' claimed invention. 

Finally, in Veilh, the amount of water located in the composite is much 
lower than m Applicants' claimed invention. In Veith, the maximum amount of water 
would be a composite having no fiber such that the composite would have 70% 
superabsorbent and 30% water, or a 0.43 g water/g superabsorbent. As previously 
amended. Claim 39 requires at least 0.5 g water/g superabsorbent. Therefore, Veith also 
fails to teach or suggest this aspect of AppUcants' claimed invention. As such, it is 
respectftiUy submitted that Veith fails to teach or suggest AppUcants' claimed invention. 

For at least the reasons given above, AppUcants respectfully submit that 
Claims 17, 20, 24, 28, 35, 37 and 39 are allowable over the art of record. Furthermore, 
since Claims 18-19, 21-23, 25-27, 29-34, 36, 38, 40-45 and 47-52 recite additional claim 
features and depend from one of Claims 17, 20, 24, 28, 35. 37 and 39, these claims are 
also allowable over the art of record. Accordingly, AppUcants respectfully request 
withdrawal of this rejection. 


Received from < > at 4/14/03 4:06:25 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] 


II II 


APR. 14. 2003 4:07PM KILPATRICK'STOCKTON NO. 1174 P. 9/11 

Response to Final Office Action 
U.S. Serial No. 09/814,402 
Attorney DocketNo. 11710-0210 

Page 7 

Rej ections under 35 U.S -C. § 103fa') 

Claims 4-5 and 7 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Assarsson in view of U.S. Pat, No. 4,354.487 to Oczkowski (hereafter 
"Oczkowski"). This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Applicants' invention may be reUed upon as above. 

Applicants' discussion of Assarsson may be reUed upon as above. 

Oczkowski is directed to drying methods. 

It is respectfully submitted that the combination of Assarsson and 
Oczkowski fails to teach or suggest Applicants' claimed invention. As previously set 
forth Assarson fails to teach or suggest the formation of webs while the superabsorbent 
material contains a liquid Hiat it has absorbed such that beneficial shake-out values are 
obtained with the resultant webs. It is respectfully submitted that Oczkowski fails to 
remedy these deficiencies as Oczkowski has no teaching at all to fomi webs and to diy a 
superabsorbent material after fomiing into the web. not before. As such, it is respectfully 
submitted that the combination of Assarsson and Oczkowski fails to teach or suggest 

Applicants' claimed invention. 

For at least the reasons given above. Apphcants respectfully submit that 
Claim 1 is allowable over the art of record. Furthennore, since Claims 4-5 and 7 recite 
additional claim features and depend from Claim 1, these claims are also allowable over 
the art of record. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of this 
rejection. 

m. Conclusion : 

For at least the reasons given above, AppUcants respectfully submit tiiat 
Claims 1-16, 28-29, 35-45 and 47-54 define patentable subject matter. Accordingly, 
Applicants respectfully request allowance of these claims. 

The foregoing is submitted as a full and complete Response to the Final 
Office Action mailed February 25, 2003. and early and favorable consideration of the 

claims is requested. 

Should the Examiner believe that anything further is necessary in order to 
place the application in better condition for allowance, the Examiner is respectfully 
requested to contact AppUcants' representative at the telephone number listed below. 
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No additional fees are believed due; however, the Commissioner is hereby 
authorized to charge any deficiency, or credit any overpayment, to Deposit Account No. 
11-0855. 

Respectfully submitted, 

By: Theodore M. Green 
Reg. No. 41,801 


KILPATRICK STOCKTON, LLP 
Suite 2800 

1 100 Peachtree Street 
Atlanta, Georgia 30309-4530 
404/815-6500 

Attorney Docket No. 44043.228530 
Attorney File No. 11710-0210 
K-CNo, 15,275 
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VERSION 


^^^t. iv^^PKlNGS Tfr ^F---- nu^^a^^ MADE 


A»ti>i.riinents <t the Claims 

*u -xn rvv. 1 121(0, the following versions of the 
In accordance with 37 C.F.K. i.i^iW, ^ 

Ide reMve .0 previo>« version of th. speo.ficat.on »d clauns. 
Tn the Claims : 

Please cancel Claims 17-27 and 30-34 without prejudice or disclaimer. 
Please amend the Claims as follows: 

1. (Amended) A web comprising superabsorbent material and fibers 

wherein; 

« leas. so.ne of the fibers are coated onto the snperabsorben. material prior 
to foimation of the web, 

the web is formed while the superabsorbent material contains a liquid that 
it has absorbed, and 

« leas, some of the liquid absorbed in the superabsorbent material U 

^ubjnrtffl " SliBkeoutTest. 

28 fAmended) A web comprising fibers and superabsorbent 

when subjected to a Shakeout Test. 
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